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A van der Corput-type algorithm for LS-sequences of points

Ingrid Carbone1

Abstract

In this paper we associate to anyLS-sequence of partitions{ρn
L,S} the

correspondingLS-sequence of points{ξ n
L,S} obtained reordering the points

of each partition with an explicit algorithm. The procedurebegins with the
representation in baseL+Sof natural numbers,[n]L+S, and ends with theLS-
radical inverse functionφL,S, introduced ad hoc, evaluated at an appropriate
subsequence of natural numbers depending onL andS. This construction
is deeply related to the geometric representation of the points of{ξ n

L,S} by
suitable affine functions and reminds the van der Corput sequences in base
b.

Keywords Uniform distribution, sequences of partitions, van der Corput
sequences, discrepancy.
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1 Introduction

The search for new classes ofuniformly distributedsequences of points on[0,1[ or
in higher dimension is one of the most interesting aspects ofthe theory of uniform
distribution, especially after the discovery thatlow discrepancysequences can be
applied to Quasi Monte-Carlo Methods. Some of them are naturally associated to
sequences of partitions. The most important one is thevan der Corput sequence,
introduced in [16], which is a low discrepancy sequence of points obtained by
choosing in the ”right” order the left endpoints of the binary sequence of partitions
{δn}, where for eachn∈ N

δn =

{

[

i
2n ,

i +1
2n

[

, 0≤ i ≤ 2n−1

}

.

We will come back to van der Corput sequence very soon.

In a recent paper [2] the author has introduced a new countable family of uni-
formly distributed sequences of partitions, calledLS-sequences of partitionsand
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denoted by{ρn
L,S}; in the simple caseL = S= 1 we get one of theKakutani se-

quences of partitions; we have called itKakutani-Fibonacci sequence of partitions
and we will describe it in a very deatailed way in Section 3 andSection 4. Upper
and lower estimates of the discrepancy of{ρn

L,S} have been also given and it has
been showed that{ρn

L,S} has low discrepancy wheneverL ≥ S; in particular, the
Kakutani-Fibonacci sequence has low discrepancy (it is, actually, the first time
that a precise estimate of the discrepancy of one of the Kakutani sequences has
been obtained).

By reordering the left endpoints of the intervals of each partition ρn
L,S with an

explicit algorithm described in the same article, it is has been possible to asso-
ciate to each sequence of partition{ρn

L,S} a sequence of points calledLS-sequence
of pointsand denoted by{ξ n

L,S}. Upper bounds for the discrepancy of these se-
quences have been given, and the proof that each{ξ n

L,S} is a low discrepancy
sequence whenL ≥ S, too. More details on{ρn

L,S}, {ξ n
L,S} and their discrepancy

will be given in Section 2.
In Section 3 we present a new algorithm to constructLS-sequences of points

{ξ n
L,S}, which is formally independent at all on the concept of sequence of par-

titions: we do not need to reorder the points of each partitions, as it is shown in
Theorem 3.5, and therefore it is simpler to use then the one introduced in [2].
Of course, the connection between each{ξ n

L,S} and the corresponding{ρn
L,S} lies

behind all the procedure, and this geometric interpretation represents one of the
most interesting aspects of this new family of sequences.

In order to prove this result, we represent the points of eachpartitionρn
L,S as

subsequent compositions of suitable functions depending on L andS, as showed
in Proposition 3.2.

We conclude this paper with a significative example.
Let us complete this Introduction with some classical definitions, starting from

the constructions of the van der Corput sequence.
Any natural numbern can be expressed as

n=
M

∑
k=0

ak(n)2k , (1)

with ak(n) ∈ {0,1} for all 0≤ k≤ M, with M = [log2n] (here and in the sequel[·]
denotes the integer part). Such representation is unique modulus the addition of
higher powers of 2 with zero coefficients.

The expression (1) leads to thebinary representation

[n]2 = aM(n)aM−1(n) . . .a0(n) . (2)
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The representation ofn in base 2 given by (1) is used to define theradical-
inverse functionφ2 onN which associates to the string of digits (2) the number

φ2(n) =
M

∑
k=0

ak(n)2
−k−1 ,

whose binary representation is 0.a0(n)a1(n) . . .aM(n).
Of course 0≤ φ2(n)< 1 for all n≥ 0 and the 2-radix notation ofφ2(n) actually

is [φ2(n)]2 = 0.a0(n)a1(n) . . .aM(n).
The van der Corput sequence is the sequence

{φ2(n)}n.

After its introduction in 1935, several generalizations ofthe van der Corput se-
quence have been given during the subsequent decades. Amongthem, we mention
the so calledvan der Corput sequence in base bdenoted by{φb(n)}n, whereb is
any positive integer, withφb(n) = ∑M

k=0ak(n)b−k−1 andak(n) ∈ {0,1, . . . ,b−1}.
These sequences were introduced by Hammersley ([11]) and their discrepancy
was first studied by Halton ([10]), who proved that these sequences have low dis-
crepancy for allb.

Another generalization is the so calledscrambled van der Corput sequence
denoted by{φ σ

b (n)}n, whereφ σ
b (n) = ∑M

k=0 σk(ak(n))b−k−1 and{σn}n is a se-
quence of permutations of the set{0,1, . . . ,b− 1}. Faure ([8] and [9]) proved
that, for some suitable{σn}n, the discrepancy of{φ σ

b (n)}n is asymptotically bet-
ter that the discrepancy of{φb(n)}n.

We need some definitions (see [7] and [14]).

Definition 1.1. Given a sequence of points{xn} of the interval[0,1[, we say that
{xn} is uniformly distributed (u.d.)if for any a,b∈ R such that 0≤ a< b≤ 1 we
have

lim
N→∞

1
N

N

∑
j=1

χ[a,b[(x j) = b−a.

Definition 1.2. Given a point setXN = (x1,x2, . . . ,xN) of the interval[0,1[, the
discrepancyof XN is

D(XN) = sup
0≤a<b≤1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1
N

N

∑
j=1

χ[a,b[(x j)− (b−a)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣
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and thestar-discrepancyof XN is

D⋆(XN) = sup
0<b<1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1
N

N

∑
j=1

χ[0,b[(x j)−b

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

Given a sequence of pointsX = {xn} in [0,1[, for eachN we can consider
the point setXN = (x1,x2, . . . ,xN) and the associated sequences{D(XN)}N (and,
respectively,{D∗(XN)}N). It is important to study how these sequences behave
whenN tends to infinity.

It is well known that a sequenceX = {xn} is u.d. if and only if the discrep-
ancyD(XN) tends to 0 wheneverN tends to infinity, and also that there exists an
absolute constantc such thatc logN ≤ ND(XN)≤ N (see [15]).

We say thatX = {xn} haslow discrepancyif there exists a constantC> 0 such
thatND(XN)≤C logN for anyN.

If we consider a sequence of partitions{πn} of [0,1[, with

πn = {[y(n)j , y(n)j+1[ ,1≤ j ≤ tn},

each partitionπn can be regarded as a point set. For this reason, we can re-write the
definition of uniform distribution and discrepancy, given for sequences of points,
in this particular setting.

We say that the sequence of partitions{πn} is u.d. if for any real numbersa,b
such that 0≤ a< b≤ 1 we have

lim
n→∞

1
tn

tn

∑
j=1

χ[a,b[(y
(n)
j ) = b−a.

Moreover, since eachπn is defined bytn points, the concepts of discrepancy
and star-discrepancy can be naturally extended to the sequence{πn} as follows:

D(πn) = sup
0≤a<b<1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1
tn

tn

∑
j=1

χ[a,b[(y
(n)
j )− (b−a)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

and

D⋆(πn) = sup
0<b<1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1
tn

tn

∑
j=1

χ[0,b[(y
(n)
j )−b

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

We say that{πn} has low discrepancy if there exists a constantC> 0 such that
tnD(πn)≤C for anyn (see [2]).
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In [17] it has been introduced a new class of u.d. sequences ofpartitions called
ρ-refinements.

Definition 1.3. For any fixed non trivial finite partitionρ of [0,1[, theρ-refinement
of a partitionπ of [0,1[ (denoted byρπ) is obtained by subdividing all the intervals
of π having maximal length positively (or directly) homothetically to ρ . If for
anyn ∈ N we denote byρnπ theρ-refinement ofρn−1π , we get a sequences of
partitions{ρnπ}, called thesequence of successiveρ-refinementsof π .

If ρ = {[0,α[, [α,1[} for someα ∈ [0,1[ andω = {[0,1[} is the trivial par-
tition, the sequence{ρnω} is actually the well knownKakutani’s sequenceof
α-refinements, which has been defined in [13] and will be denoted by{κn}. Kaku-
tani proved that

Theorem 1.4.The sequence{κn} is uniformly distributed.

In [17] it has been proved the following generalization:

Theorem 1.5.The sequence{ρnω} is uniformly distributed.

The uniform distribution of the sequence{ρnπ}, whenπ is not the trivial par-
tition, has been investigated in [1], where nice necessary and sufficient conditions
onπ andρ have been found.

A further contribution to the theory ofρ-refinement, moreover, has been given
by Drmota and Infusino who, in [6], provided estimates of thediscrepancy of
sequences ofρ-refinements and, in particular, ofLS-sequences of partions.

In the last years, however, the interest on Kakutani’s splitting procedure gave
birth to several generalizations, among which we would liketo mention the ex-
tension to separable metric spaces [3] and the generalization to higher dimensions
which is intrinsicallyn-dimensional [4]. Moreover, it has been extended to some
fractals in [12].

In [5] the authors present a von Neumann-type theorem for sequences of parti-
tions, showing actually that a sequence of partitions having an infinitesimal diam-
eter can be reordered in a sequence of partitions which is uniformly distributed.

2 LS-sequences

In this section we recall the definition ofLS-sequence of points{ξ n
L,S} introduced

in [2]. To this aim, we need the definition ofLS-sequence of partitions{ρn
L,S}.

5



Definition 2.1. Let us fix two positive integersL andS and letγ be the positive
solution ofLγ+Sγ2=1. Denote byρL,S the partition defined byL “long” intervals
having lengthγ followed by S “short” intervals having lengthγ2. The sequence
of the successiveρL,S-refinements of the trivial partitionω is calledLS-sequence
of partitionsand is denoted by{ρn

L,Sω} (or {ρn
L,S} for short).

If we denote withtn the total number of intervals ofρn
L,S, with ln the number

of its long intervals and withsn the number of its short intervals, it is very simple
to see thattn = ln+ sn, ln = Lln−1+ sn−1 andsn = Sln−1. We deduce thattn =
Ltn−1+Stn−2 (with t0 = 1 andt1 = L+S) which has the explicit solution

tn =
1+Sγ
1+Sγ2

(

1
γ

)n

− Sγ −Sγ2

1+Sγ2 (−Sγ)n.

We note thatln andsn satisfy the same difference equation, with initial conditions
l0 = 1, l1 = L ands0 = 0, s1 = S, respectively.

In [2] we have given precise estimates from above and from below of the
discrepancy ofLS-sequences of partitions, and proved the following

Theorem 2.2. i) If S≤ L there exist c1,c′1 > 0 such that for any n∈ N

c′1 ≤ tnD(ρn
L,S)≤ c1 .

ii) If S = L+1 there exist c2,c′2 > 0 such that for any n∈ N

c′2 logtn ≤ tnD(ρn
L,S)≤ c2 logtn .

iii) If S ≥ L+2 there exist c3,c′3 > 0 such that for any n∈ N

c′3 tn
1−τ ≤ tnD(ρn

L,S)≤ c3 t1−τ
n ,

where1− τ =− log(Sγ)
logγ > 0.

We emphasize that eachLS-sequence of partitions withS≤ L has low discrep-
ancy.

Let us now recall the definition of the sequence of points{ξ n
L,S} associated to

the sequence of partitions{ρn
L,S}.
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Definition 2.3. We fix a sequence of partitions{ρn
L,S}. For eachn≥ 1 we define

the two families of functions

ϕ(n+1)
i (x) = x+ iγn+1 and ϕ(n+1)

L, j (x) = x+Lγn+1+ jγn+2 (3)

for 1 ≤ i ≤ L and 1≤ j ≤ S−1. We denote byΛ1
L,S the set made by thet1 left

endpoints of the intervals ofρ1
L,S ordered by magnitude. IfΛn

L,S=
(

ξ (n)
1 , . . . ,ξ (n)

tn

)

denotes the set of thetn points definingρn
L,S, ordered in the appropriate way, the

setΛn+1
L,S , which consists in a reordering of the points definingρn+1

L,S , is obtained
as follows:

Λn+1
L,S =

(

ξ (n)
1 ,ξ (n)

2 , . . . ,ξ (n)
tn ,

ϕ(n+1)
1 (ξ (n)

1 ), . . . ,ϕ(n+1)
1 (ξ (n)

ln
), . . . ,ϕ(n+1)

L (ξ (n)
1 ), . . . ,ϕ(n+1)

L (ξ (n)
ln

),

ϕ(n+1)
L,1 (ξ (n)

1 ), . . . ,ϕ(n+1)
L,1 (ξ (n)

ln
), . . . ,ϕ(n+1)

L,S−1(ξ
(n)
1 ), . . . ,ϕ(n+1)

L,S−1(ξ
(n)
ln

)
)

. (4)

The sequence obtained reordering successively the points of ρn+1
L,S \ρn

L,S is called
LS-sequence of pointsand is denoted by{ξ n

L,S}.

In [2] we also provided the following bounds for the discrepancy of these
sequences of points.

Theorem 2.4. i) If S≤ L there exists k1 > 0 such that for any N∈ N

N D
(

ξ 1
L,S,ξ

2
L,S, . . . ,ξ

N
L,S

)

≤ k1logN .

ii) If S = L+1 there exists k2,c′2 > 0 such that for any N∈ N

c′2 logN ≤ N D
(

ξ 1
L,S,ξ

2
L,S, . . . ,ξ

N
L,S

)

≤ k2 log2N .

iii) If S ≥ L+2 there exists k3,c′3 > 0 such that for any N∈ N

c′3N1−τ ≤ N D
(

ξ 1
L,S,ξ

2
L,S, . . . ,ξ

N
L,S

)

≤ k3N1−τ logN ,

where1− τ =− log(Sγ)
logγ > 0.
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Theorem 2.2 and Theorem 2.4 show that if theLS-sequence of partitions has
low discrepancy, the correspondingLS-sequence of points has low discrepancy,
too. Moreover,c′2 andc′3 denote the same constants in both theorem as, of course,

wheneverN = tn for somen, it follows thatD
(

ξ 1
L,S,ξ

2
L,S, . . . ,ξ

N
L,S

)

= D(ρn
L,S).

Note that the lower bounds just follow from Theorem 2.2. In fact we believe
that the discrepancy of all theLS-sequences of points coincides with the upper
bound given by Theorem 2.4.

3 The new definition “ à la van der Corput”

From now on we fixL, Sandγ such thatLγ +Sγ2 = 1.
The first step is to represent the points of the sequence{ξ n

L,S} writing the
elements of each setΛn

L,S as images of the pointx= 0 under the compositions of
suitable functions we are going to define.

To this purpose we introduce the functionsψi on restricted domains as follows:
for every 0≤ i ≤ L−1 we consider

ψi(x) = γx+ iγ restricted to 0≤ x< 1, (5)

while for everyL ≤ i ≤ L+S−1 we define

ψi(x) = γx+Lγ +(i −L)γ2 restricted to 0≤ x< γ. (6)

We observe that the functions (5) map[0,1[ onto [iγ ,(i +1)γ [ and the func-
tions (6) map[0,γ [ onto[Lγ+(i−L)γ2,Lγ+(i−L+1)γ2[. Therefore, the compo-
sitionsψi ◦ψ j are not defined if and only ifL≤ i ≤ L+S−1 and 1≤ j ≤ L+S−1.

Let us denote byEL,S the set consisting of all the pairs of indices which corre-
spond to the ”forbidden” compositions, i.e.

EL,S= {L,L+1, . . . ,L+S−1}×{1, . . . ,L+S−1}. (7)

In order to present our main result, we have to give the explicit expression of
the compositionsψi1i2...in = ψi1 ◦ψi2 ◦ . . .ψin of the functions (5) and (6).

Lemma 3.1. For any n∈ N and any n-tuple(i1i2 . . . in) of elements of the set
{0,1, . . . ,L+S−1} such that(ih , ih+1) /∈ EL,S for any1≤ h≤ n−1, we have

ψi1i2...in(x) = γnx+
n

∑
k=1

bk γk, (8)

where bk = ik if 0≤ ik ≤ L−1, while bk = L+(ik−L)γ if L ≤ ik ≤ L+S−1.

8



Proof. We prove (8) by induction onn.
If n = 2, because of (5) and (6) we have only three kinds of compositions

ψi1,i2:

a) if 0≤ i1, i2 ≤ L−1, we haveψi1,i2(x) = γ2x+∑2
k=1bk γk, wherebk = ik;

b) if 0 ≤ i1 ≤ L−1 andL ≤ i2 ≤ L+S−1, a simple calculation gives (8), with
b1 = i1 andb2 = L+(i2−L)γ;

c) if L ≤ i i ≤ L+S−1 and 0≤ i2 ≤ L−1, we obtain the same expression, where
b1 = L+(i1−L)γ andb2 = i2.

Suppose now that (11) holds forn ≥ 1 and let us prove it forn+1, namely
that

ψi1i2...inin+1(x) = γn+1x+
n+1

∑
k=1

bk γk (9)

for all in+1 6= 0. Of course, at this stage we have to distinguish between thetwo
kinds of functions (5) and (6).

If 0 ≤ in+1 ≤ L−1, we simply obtain (9) withbn+1 = in+1.
If L ≤ in+1 ≤ L+S−1, simple calculations give again (9), withbn+1 = L+

(in+1−L)γ. So the induction is complete.

An immediate consequence of the previous lemma is the following result.

Proposition 3.2. The first tn points of the LS-sequence{ξ n
L,S} are

Λn
L,S= {ψi1i2...in(0)}, (10)

where(ih , ih+1) /∈ EL,S for any1≤ h≤ n−1 and(in, in−1, . . . , i1) are the n-tuples
of elements of the set{0,1, . . . ,L+S−1}, ordered with respect to the magnitude
of the numbers inin−1 . . . i1 in base L+S.

Proof. Taking (5) and (6) into account, we see that

Λ1
L,S= {ψ0(0),ψ1(0), . . . ,ψL+S−1(0)},

which are exactly theL+S left endpoints of the intervals ofρ1
L,S ordered by mag-

nitude, so (10) is true forn= 1.
Fix any integern≥ 1 and suppose (10) is true forn.
If in+1 = 0, asψ0(0) = 0 we have

ψi1i2...inin+1(0) = ψi1i2...in(0),

9



and we simply observe that this way we get all the points ofΛn
L,S. All the new

points ofΛn+1
L,S \Λn

L,S are obtained whenin+1 6= 0 as follows.
If 1 ≤ in+1 ≤ L we have

ψi1i2...inin+1(0) = in+1γn+1+
n

∑
k=1

bk γk = ψi1i2...in(0)+ in+1γn+1

= ϕ(n+1)
in+1

(ψi1i2...in(0)),

according to (3).
If L+1≤ in+1 ≤ L+S−1, we setjn+1 = in+1−L, with 1≤ jn+1 ≤ S−1, and

write

ψi1i2...inin+1(0) = (L+ jn+1γ)γn+1+
n

∑
k=1

bk γk

= ψi1i2...in(0)+Lγn+1+ jn+1γn+2 = ϕ(n+1)
L, jn+1

(ψi1i2...in(0)).

At this point we recall that the setΛn+1
L,S \Λn

L,S is made by(L+S−1)ln points
as we evaluate theL+S−1 functions defined by (3) at the firstln points ofΛn

L,S
(see (4)).

It remains only to prove that the total number of the points ofΛn+1
L,S \Λn

L,S we

add in the way described above are exactly(L+S−1)ln. We denote byd(n)
L,S the

total number ofn-tuples containing two consecutive digits of the setEL,S defined

by (7). Of course, we haved(n)
L,S= (L+S)n− tn.

We observe, in fact, that the points ofΛn+1
L,S \Λn

L,S come fromL+S−1 blocks
of all the (n+ 1)-tuples of elements of the set{0,1, . . . ,L+S− 1}, which are
(L+S)n, ordered by magnitude of the numbers in baseL +S. Moreover, the
total number of not admissible(n+1)-tuples which are contained in these blocks
is given by the difference between(L+S− 1)(L+S)n and the total number of

forbidden ones, which is exactlyd(n+1)
L,S −d(n)

L,S. In other words,

(L+S−1)(L+S)n−
(

d(n+1)
L,S −d(n)

L,S

)

= (L+S−1)(L+S)n−
(

(L+S)n+1− tn+1− (L+S−1)n+ tn
)

= tn+1− tn = (L+S−1)ln.

The theorem is completely proved.
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We are now ready to presentLS-sequences of points from another point of
view, which is deeply connected to the explicit geometric representations given
in Proposition 3.2. More precisely, we want to show how to getthe points of
these sequences starting from the representation in baseL+Sof natural numbers.
This algorithm is very simple and allows us to compute directly the points of each
{ξ n

L,S}.

Given

n=
M

∑
k=0

ak(n)(L+S)k,

whereak(n) ∈ {0,1,2, . . . ,L+S−1} for all 0 ≤ k ≤ M andM = [logL+Sn], its
representation in baseL+S is

[n]L+S= aM(n)aM−1(n) . . .a0(n) .

If we reverse the order of the digits of[n]L+S and add a dot, we get

[φL+S(n)]L+S= 0.a0(n)a1(n) . . .aM−1(n)aM(n) ,

which is the representation in baseL+S of the (L+S)-radical inverse function
φL+S defined onN by

φL+S(n) =
M

∑
k=0

ak(n)(L+S)−k−1.

Definition 3.3. We denote byNL,S the set of all positive integersn, ordered by
magnitude, with[n]L+S = aM(n)aM−1(n) . . .a0(n) such that(ak(n),ak+1(n)) /∈
EL,S for all 0≤ k≤ M−1.

Definition 3.4. For all n∈ NL,S we define theLS-radical inverse functionas fol-
lows:

φL,S(n) =
M

∑
k=0

ãk(n)γk+1 , (11)

whereãk(n) = ak(n) if 0 ≤ ak(n) ≤ L− 1 andãk(n) = L+ γ(ak(n)− L) if L ≤
ak(n)≤ L+S−1.

Taking the above definitions into account, we are able to present the main
result of this paper.
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Theorem 3.5. Any LS-sequence of points coincides with the sequence{φL,S(n)}
defined onNL,S.

Proof. Fix n∈NL,S. Taking Lemma 3.1 and Definition 3.4 into account, we write

φL,S(n) = ψn0n1...nM(0),

which proves the theorem.

Example 3.6.We consider the Kakutani-Fibonacci sequence of points{ξ n
1,1} cor-

responding toL = S= 1 andγ = 1
2(
√

5−1). See Fig. 1.

0

1

1γ

2

γ2

3

γ3

4

γ + γ3

5

γ4

6

γ + γ4

7

γ2+ γ3

8

Figure 1: The first 8 points of{ξ n
1,1}.

0 1

1

γ

ψ1

γ

ψ0

Figure 2: The functionsψ0 andψ1 associated to{ξ n
1,1}
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The functions defined by (8) and (6) reduce toψ0(x) = γx for 0≤ x< 1 and
ψ1(x) = γ x+ γ for 0≤ x< γ. See the Fig. 2.

According to Definition 3.4,N1,1 is the set of all natural numbersn such that
the binary representation (2) does not contain two consecutive digits equal to 1.
Moreover, the(1,1)-radical inverse function defined by (11) onN1,1 is

φ1,1(n) =
M

∑
k=0

ak(n)γk+1 .

By Theorem 3.5, the Kakutani-Fibonacci sequence of points{ξ n
1,1} coincides

with the sequence{φ1,1(n)}.
The following table shows the construction of the first 12 points of {ξ n

1,1},
where the first column contains the first 12 elements ofN1,1.

0→ [0]2 = 0 → 0.0 = [φ1,1(0)]2 → 0 = ξ 1
1,1

1→ [1]2 = 1 → 0.1 = [φ1,1(1)]2 → γ = ξ 2
1,1

2→ [2]2 = 10 → 0.01 = [φ1,1(2)]2 → γ2 = ξ 3
1,1

4→ [4]2 = 100 → 0.001 = [φ1,1(4)]2 → γ3 = ξ 4
1,1

5→ [5]2 = 101 → 0.101 = [φ1,1(5)]2 → γ + γ3 = ξ 5
1,1

8→ [8]2 = 1000 → 0.0001 = [φ1,1(8)]2 → γ4 = ξ 6
1,1

9→ [9]2 = 1001 → 0.1001 = [φ1,1(9)]2 → γ + γ4 = ξ 7
1,1

10→ [10]2 = 1010 → 0.0101 = [φ1,1(10)]2 → γ2+ γ4 = ξ 8
1,1

16→ [16]2 = 10000→ 0.00001 = [φ1,1(16)]2 → γ5 = ξ 9
1,1

17→ [17]2 = 10001→ 0.10001 = [φ1,1(17)]2 → γ + γ5 = ξ 10
1,1

18→ [18]2 = 10010→ 0.01001 = [φ1,1(18)]2 → γ2+ γ5 = ξ 11
1,1

20→ [20]2 = 10100→ 0.00101 = [φ1,1(20)]2 → γ3+ γ5 = ξ 12
1,1
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